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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 07/1 0/2008, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New ground of rejection set forth below. Claims 33-60 are pending. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1 ) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) initiate a new appeal by filing a notice of appeal under 37 CFR 41 .31 followed 
by an appeal brief under 37 CFR 41 .37. The previously paid notice of appeal fee and 
appeal brief fee can be applied to the new appeal. If, however, the appeal fees set forth 
in 37 CFR 41 .20 have been increased since they were previously paid, then appellant 
must pay the difference between the increased fees and the amount previously paid. 

A Supervisory Patent Examiner (SPE) has approved of reopening prosecution by 
signing below: 

Allowable Subject Matter 

2. Claims 2-4 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 



3. 



Claims 20 and 24-26 are allowed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1, 5-10, 12-13, 15-16,18-19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Needham et al. (US PAT # 6,71 1 ,247) in view of Examiner's 
Official Notice. 

Regarding claims 1 and 7, Needham teaches in a system for handling 
emergency calls, transmitting a first call set-up message indicating a first special calling 
party number (this reads on mapping the special ITU-TE.164 number to an extension 
number within the PBX in order to obtain the location of the building or the person who 
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initiated the 91 1 call, see col. 2, lines 49-64). Needham also teaches detecting a trigger 
when said first call reaches a switching point in the telecommunication network (this 
basically reads on call routing software 18 recognizing that the call is an emergency, 
see col. 2, lines 49-53); in response to detecting the trigger (receiving the 91 1 
emergency call), transmitting a first query message (this reads on inserting the calling 
party information element field of the setup message at step 275, see co. 3, lines 39-45) 
to a control point (reads on the PSAP as shown in Fig. 1) in the telecommunication 
network, receiving said first query message at said control point (see col. 3, lines 39-45) 
and storing an indicator of said condition in response to receiving said first special 
calling party number ((this reads on assigning value Y to all 91 1 calls, see discussion on 
col. 3, lines 23-36 ). The call set up and query would also read on well known network 
communication set up. 

Needham discloses that the invention deals with handling and processing 
emergency calls initiated manually by a user (i.e., a person dialing 91 1 ). On one hand, 
the claimed limitation "recognizing a condition" and "initiating a first call in response to 
recognizing the condition" as recited in claim 1 would read on the user "recognizing" an 
emergency condition such as fire and then "initiating" a call in response to recognizing 
the condition. On the other hand, obviously, the 91 1 call can be initiated automatically 
by an alarm system in response to recognizing/detection an emergency condition such 
as fire. 
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However, the Examiner takes official notice that alarms, monitoring and security 
devices automatically contact 91 1 call centers in the event of detecting an emergency 
condition (such as theft, fire), which leads the 91 1 call center to either call, monitor 
and/or dispatch help to the desired location where the emergency condition occurred. 

Regarding claim 5, for determining the status associated with the subscriber 
telephone number, see col. 1 , lines 55-60. 

Claim 6, recites "detecting a trigger is performed at a terminating switch serving a 
subscriber telephone line". See Fig. 1 of Needham. 

For claims 8 and 13, even though Needham does specifically teach setting a flag 
as part of the processing record. Needham teaches setting a value (i.e., 1) as threshold 
that would determining whether to send a busy signal to a caller if the call is not an 
emergency call or not to send a busy signal to the caller if the call is determined to be a 
911 call (see col. 3, lines 3-13 and lines 34-38). 

Claim 9 limitations are obvious and well known in the art. 

Claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claim 1. See Fig. 1 for the claimed features of "communication links". The claimed 
"subscriber lines" reads on 12A, 12B and 12C as shown in Fig. 1. The claimed 
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"database" reads on the table within the PBX, see col. 1 , lines 65-67 through col. 8, 
lines 1-2. The claimed "server" may read on the STS, see col. 1, lines 30-45. 

Claims 12 and 15 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 10. 

Claim 16 recites "said database comprises a Service Control point (SCP), and 
said plurality of switching points comprise a plurality of Service switching Points 
(SSPs)". Needham does not specifically teach the use of an Advanced Intelligent 
Network that comprises SCP and SSP. Needham's invention is implemented in an 
ISDN network. However, one of ordinary skill in the art may utilize any type of network 
based on the need and desire. This is considered a designee choice that does not rise 
the invention to the level of patentability. 

Claim 18 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect to 
claims 1 and 16. 

For claim 19, see col. 2, lines 53-67. 

For claim 21 , Needham teaches the use of an ISDN user part (ITU-T), see col. 2, 
lines 61-64. 
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Claims 22-23 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect 
to claim 16. Also, the use of a TCAP message within the advanced intelligent network is 
inherent if not obvious. 



Remarks 

5. In order to expedite prosecution of the application, applicant is advised again that 
the claimed limitation such as "recognizing a condition" and "initiating a first call in 
response to recognizing the condition" are so broad that they can read on many 
scenarios. For example, the claims' language fails to associate any limitation 
whatsoever with the "condition" that is recognized. No environment, no component and 
no function is even remotely associated with the above limitation in the claims. Thus, it 
is reasonable to interpret such extremely broad limitation as "recognizing an 
emergency condition such as fire". In response to detecting a fire, initiating a call. 
Also, the above extremely broad limitations may read on a meter reader (such as 
electric meter at a residence) that may detect a condition such as billing time has been 
reached, and then initiate a call to the utility company (e.g., electric company) to report 
the electric usage. The electric company ("control point") would store the billing 
information and store any billing condition/status. 

It is unhelpful when a claim's scope reaches well beyond the disclosed invention 
and well beyond the environment that is disclosed in the specification. Since no 
"environment" is recited in the claim for example, regarding the "condition" that causes a 
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"initiating of a call", then the examiner's search would not be concentrated on the 
disclosed environment and would be spread over a wide range of telecommunications 
environments such as the alarm area, the meter reader area and the like. This is 
unhelpful and it is caused by applicant's choice to keep the claim's limitations extremely 
broad without even an "environment" in the telecommunications world. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rasha S. AL-Aubaidi whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7481 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 am to 
5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ahmad Matar, can be reached on (571) 272-7488. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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